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Calendar No. 165, H.R. 988; and Cal-
endar No. 166, H.R. 1402.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, it is so ordered.

Mr. SALAZAR. Mr. President, I ask
unanimous consent that the bills be
read a third time and passed en bloc;
that the motions to reconsider be laid
upon the table en bloc; that the consid-
eration of these items appear sepa-
rately in the RECORD; and that any
statements related to the measures be
printed in the RECORD, without inter-
vening action or debate.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, it is so ordered.

———

DR. FRANCIS TOWNSEND POST
OFFICE BUILDING

The bill (S. 1352) to designate the fa-
cility of the United States Postal Serv-
ice located at 127 East Locust Street in
Fairbury, Illinois, as the ‘“‘Dr. Francis
Townsend Post Office Building,” was
ordered to be engrossed for a third
reading, read the third time, and
passed, as follows:

S. 1352

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-
resentatives of the United States of America in
Congress assembled,

SECTION 1. DR. FRANCIS TOWNSEND POST OF-
FICE BUILDING.

(a) DESIGNATION.—The facility of the
United States Postal Service located at 127
East Locust Street in Fairbury, Illinois,
shall be known and designated as the ‘“Dr.
Francis Townsend Post Office Building”’.

(b) REFERENCES.—Any reference in a law,
map, regulation, document, paper, or other
record of the United States to the facility re-
ferred to in subsection (a) shall be deemed to
be a reference to the ‘‘Dr. Francis Townsend
Post Office Building™’.

———

MIGUEL ANGEL GARCIA MENDEZ
POST OFFICE

The bill (H.R. 414) to designate the
facility of the United States Postal
Service located at 60 Calle McKinley,
West in Mayaguez, Puerto Rico, as the
““Miguel Angel Garcia Mendez Post Of-
fice Building,” was ordered to a third
reading, read the third time, and
passed.

——————

LINO PEREZ, JR. POST OFFICE

The bill (H.R. 437) to designate the
facility of the United States Postal
Service located at 500 West Eisenhower
Street in Rio Grande City, Texas, as
the ‘“Lino Perez, Jr. Post Office,” was
ordered to a third reading, read the
third time, and passed.

———

ATANACIO HARO-MARIN POST
OFFICE

The bill (H.R. 625) to designate the
facility of the United States Postal
Service located at 4230 Maine Avenue
in Baldwin Park, California, as the
‘““‘Atanacio Haro-Marin Post Office,”
was ordered to a third reading, read the
third time, and passed.
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LIEUTENANT TODD JASON
BRYANT POST OFFICE

The bill (H.R. 988) to designate the
facility of the United States Postal
Service located at 5757 Tilton Avenue
in Riverside, California, as the ‘‘Lieu-
tenant Todd Jason Bryant Post Of-
fice,” was ordered to a third reading,
read the third time, and passed.

———

SERGEANT DENNIS J. FLANAGAN
LECANTO POST OFFICE BUILDING

The bill (H.R. 1402) to designate the
facility of the United States Postal
Service located at 320 South Lecanto
way in Lecanto, Florida, as the ‘‘Ser-
geant Dennis J. Flanagan Lecanto Post
Office Building,” was ordered to a third

reading, read the third time, and
passed.
——
ORDERS FOR THURSDAY, MAY 24,
2007

Mr. SALAZAR. Mr. President, I ask
unanimous consent that when the Sen-
ate completes its business today, it
stand adjourned until 9:30 a.m., Thurs-
day, May 24; that on Thursday, fol-
lowing the prayer and pledge, the Jour-
nal of proceedings be approved to date,
the morning hour be deemed expired,
and the time for the two leaders re-
served for their use later in the day;
that there then be a period of morning
business for 60 minutes, with Senators
permitted to speak therein for up to 10
minutes each, with the time equally di-
vided and controlled, with the Repub-
licans controlling the first half and the
majority controlling the final half;
that at the close of morning business
the Senate resume consideration of S.
1348, the immigration bill.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, it is so ordered.

———

ORDER FOR ADJOURNMENT

Mr. SALAZAR. Mr. President, if
there is no further business, I ask
unanimous consent that the Senate
stand adjourned, following the remarks
of Senator SESSIONS.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, it is so ordered.

The Senator from Alabama is recog-
nized.

————

COMPREHENSIVE IMMIGRATION
REFORM

Mr. SESSIONS. Mr. President, I
thank Senator SALAZAR for his cour-
tesy. I want to share a few thoughts to-
night. In particular, I wish to talk
about the Grassley amendment that
deals with the granting of visas, which,
by error or inadvertence, could in fact
involve individuals who are very dan-
gerous, who would get into our country
on a valid visa, and then it be deter-
mined that they should never have
been issued that visa.

That happens quite often. The State
Department is concerned about it. The
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FBI is concerned about it. The Grass-
ley amendment would help fix that in a
significant way. In any comprehensive
immigration reform, it is my view that
should be a part of it.

We have talked about this for a num-
ber of years, but somehow we never got
around to getting it done. I am glad he
has offered it. If we are going to pass
immigration reform, it certainly
should be a part of it.

I think one of the problems we have
had in our thinking throughout this
process is an insufficient under-
standing that we as Senators should
place our national interests first, and
we should set policy that serves our
laws, that serves our financial inter-
ests, and should validate those who fol-
low the law properly and have con-
sequences for those who do not follow
the law.

In 1986, there was this discussion that
led to immigration reform. It was ad-
mitted to be amnesty, and it was sup-
posed to be the last amnesty of all
time, a one-time amnesty, and we are
going to enforce the law in the future.
They promised.

Of course, the amnesty took place
immediately and the promises of en-
forcement and funding and enough Bor-
der Patrol agents and all the things
necessary to have enforcement never
occurred for two main reasons. No
President of the United States cared to
do anything about lawlessness at the
border, and the Congress didn’t. Con-
gress, every now and then, would rise
up and suggest that something should
be done, and some Congressman or Sen-
ator would talk about it, but nothing
ever really got done.

Now we are at a point where we have
perhaps 12, maybe 20 million people
here illegally, and they desire amnesty.
What will happen next? How many
years will it be until the next time?

I have a simple view that goes to the
core of what this bill fails to do, and
that is to affirm the rule of law. My
view is that a compassionate and kind
and very generous thing to do for per-
sons who came into our country ille-
gally, who have not been forced to stay
here but stay here because they choose
to stay here—presumably the life and
the pay and the benefits they have here
are sufficient that they would choose
to stay here rather than where they
came from—that those persons, as a re-
sult of coming here illegally and of
their own volition, should not be given
every single benefit that we would give
to persons who come to America le-
gally. That is just it. We said that in
1986 and this will be a defining moment
about whether we mean it.

We could take two positions. One is,
this is not amnesty and maybe we can
go on and the same thing would be pre-
pared to happen a few years from now,
15 years from now. Or we can say: No,
sir, nobody from 1986 and forever here-
after who comes to our country ille-
gally will be given the full panoply of
benefits we give to persons who come
to our country legally.
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